
December 17, 2007 
 

Reply To 
Attn. of:  ETPA-088        Ref:  05-029-AFS 
 
Mr. Joe Miczulski, Winter Sports Manager 
Ketchum Ranger District 
P.O. Box 2356 
Ketchum, ID  83340  
 
Dear Mr. Miczulski: 
 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Sun Valley Resort (Bald Mountain) 2005 
Master Plan Phase 1 Projects pursuant to our responsibilities under NEPA and Section 309 of 
the Clean Air Act. 

 
On April 9, 2007, EPA provided written comments to the US Forest Service (USFS) 

regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).  We rated the DEIS and the 
proposed action, Alternative 2, as Environmental Concerns-Insufficient Information (EC-2).  We 
raised several issues to USFS in our comment letter, including:  (1) water quality impacts, (2) 
erosion and stream flow changes, and (3) cumulative effects associated with future development 
and expansion of snow making operations. 

 
We are pleased that many of the issues identified in our review of the DEIS have been 

addressed in the FEIS by selection of a modified Alternative 3 as the Preferred Alternative.  
Alternative 3 would include similar elements found in Alternative 2, with the following 
exceptions: (1) construction of a new gladed ski trail on Guyer Ridge using strategic thinning (40 
percent) of over story vegetation in the mid-slope and lower sections - no grading, (2) a new 
terrain park in the Frenchman’s area between Janss Pass and the south slope, and (3) no 
snowmaking at Guyer Ridge   

 
While we applaud the improvements, we remain concerned about potential impacts of the 

project and note that additional analysis and mitigation could lessen those impacts.  Therefore 
EPA continues to make the following recommendations: 
 
Cumulative Effects Analysis.  We maintain concerns that the present and future snow making 
operations and other reasonably foreseeable future development (e.g., hotels, condominiums, 
etc.) would result in competing water uses and demands within the watershed and between 
adjacent communities.  Table 2-4 of the FEIS indicates that the average water requirement for 
snow making under Alternative 3 is 557 AF.  SVC’s licensed surface water right total volume is 
711.9 AF.  We recommend that further analysis be conducted to ensure that future 



 2

developmental phases proposed by the SVC will be supported by available water resources.  A 
projection of future water needs for each master plan development phase should be prepared in 
order to plan for future water rights. 
 
Best Management Practices.  Table 2-2 of the FEIS details the Project Design Criteria and Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize potential resource impacts associated with project 
construction and implementation.  We encourage the USFS to develop BMPs for water 
conservation associated with snow making operations that considers timing of operations, snow 
placement, and minimizing evaporative and runoff losses. 
 
Terrain Park Development.  A new terrain park in the Frenchman’s area could minimize 
potential user conflicts more effectively than a terrain park at the Lower Greyhawk site, however 
public desire for a terrain park remains unquantified.  We recommend that an analysis or a 
consumer survey be conducted to support the public desire for a terrain park and the types of 
amenities that should be included to improve the quality of the recreational experience. 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to review the FEIS.  If you have any questions regarding 

this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Mark Jen of my staff at (907) 271-3411. 
 
     Sincerely, 
 
 
     /s/ 
     Christine B. Reichgott, Manager 
     NEPA Review Unit 
 

 

 
 


